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Historical narrative consists of three dimensions of cognition, aesthetic and ethic 
which are mutual independence and mutual restraint. Good narratives always try their 
best to keep them balance on condition that their mutual boundaries are made clear, 
and by means of these clear boundaries we could further make clear the limitation of 
the freedom of historical creation. But how could we find out their boundaries? Let us 
think like this: The three dimensions could be divided into two parts, one is the 
cognition, the other is the aesthetic & ethic. The former represents subject aspect of 
the narrative, the latter object. If we analysis the relation of these two parts, that is the 
subject and the object aspects of narrative. We would discover that the subject aspect 
of narrative also could be separated into two sections, one has internal relation to 
cognition which means the relation between the aspect of “subject” and the dimension 
of “cognition” (henceforth, SC),the other does not, so it is “pure subjectivity” 
(henceforth, PS). Therefore, the cognition dimension actually contains two sections, 
one is the narrative statements which refer to historical facts, the other is “SC”, both 
of which together constitutes the field of historical truth in which historians should be 
regulated by historical crafts strictly and thus respects historical evidence. However, 
in the field of “PS” historian enjoys abundant freedom of historical creation which 
would achieve the originality of idea and aesthetic effect. 
 
Objectivists, either such as Leopold von Ranke and C.G. Hempel, blindly seek 
historical truth and thus rob historians of their free creations, or like W.H.Walsh and 
Thomas L.Haskell, because they do not aware of the “PS” section, Hence, they 
excessively impose restrictions on the freedom of historical creation, though in some 
sense they give some freedom to historians, their idea betrays their original intention. 
In short, objectivists’ appeal to truth devours the field of free creations. On the 















narratives and ignore the “SC “of them, so they completely sacrifice the truth of 
history, in their eyes, no norms and rules could be properly imposed on the historical 
creations, thus they give too much freedom to historians. It is no doubt that both the 
theories of the objectivists and the relativists would bring great harm to the practice of 
history. In brief, neither of them successfully keeps balance between the cognition 
dimension and the dimensions of aesthetic and ethic, so we should give up both of 
them. But this does not mean that they are absolutely without merit. We should absorb 
their essence and discard their defects and form a new better concept. 
 
Accordingly, we propose the concept of “rationality” in order to keep the balance 
between them, strictly observe their respectively range and boundary, and thus 
harmoniously integrate the disciplinary rules of history and the freedom of historians’ 
creation. In this sense, the concept of rationality excels both the concepts of 
objectivity and relativity, so, it is the “rationality”, and neither the “objectivity” nor 
the “relativity” could become the historical lofty goal. Lastly, thought the present 
condition of historical narrative is characteristic of fragmentation, we still could 
anticipate that one new united grand narrative would appear and receive wide 
acceptance ,which the connotation of rationality is also. 
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